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DETAILED ACTION 



Claim Objections 
1 . Claims 26 is objected to because of the following infomialities: 

In claim 15, page 42, line 16, "14wherein" should probably be - - 14 wherein - 
In claim 15, page 42, line 17, "languageand" should probably be - - language and 

In claim 26, page 44 line 21 , "the Web browser" holds an antecedent basis 
ambiguity with reference to claims 25 and 1 . 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

2. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most neariy connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

3. Claim 19 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to comply 
with the enablement requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which was not 
described in the specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in the art to which it 
pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and/or use the invention. 

In claim 19, page 43, line 11, "etc" is not enabled in the specification, as "etc" is 
inclusive of any one of a complete set. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21 (2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

5. Claims 1, 2, 10, 11, 14-17 and 30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Abir (6.738,827). 

As per claim 1 , Abir discloses: 

A system for searching a target Web site, comprising: 

an Internet network (Fig. 7); 

a client computer, coupled to said Internet network, having a Web browser for 
providing at least one Web browser screen, the Web browser screen comprising (Fig. 7, 
Fig. 11); 

an input box having a first or second language-based domain name inputted by a 
user at said client computer (Fig. 1 1 "address"); 

a first keyboard conversion icon being clicked in order to convert a keyboard into 
a first language-based keyboard, the keyboard being attached to said client computer 
(C.5.lines 45, 46-the option is interpreted as the icon, which converts to any language); 
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a second keyboard conversion icon being clicked in order to convert the 
keyboard into a second language-based keyboard (C.S.Iines 45, 46-the option is 
interpreted as the second icon, which converts to any language); and 

a search icon being clicked in order to search the target Web site having the first 
language-based domain name mapped to the second language-based domain name 
(Fig. 1 1 -search icon, C.5.lines 47. 48-search icon, C.4,line 63-C.5.line 21 -mapping); 

an intermediate server computer, coupled to said Internet network, for searching 
the target Web site (Fig. 7-computer server, C.Z.Iine 2-C.8.line 17) in response to the 
first or second language-based domain name inputted into the input box (C.7.lines 28- 
51) and for providing at least one intermediate Web page to said client computer 
(C. 5. lines 51-55. C. 7. lines 28-33-intermediate server computer providing a home page); 
and 

a target server computer, coupled to said Internet network, for providing at least 
one target Web page, contained in the target Web site, to the Web browser screen (Fig. 
7 item 3000. C.7.lines 39-41). 

As per claim 2, Abir discloses claim 1 , upon which claim 2 depends, and further 
discloses said intermediate server computer comprises: 

first search means for searching the target Web site having the first language- 
based domain name (C.7.lines 47-50); and 

second search means for searching the target Web site having the first 
language-based domain name mapped to the second language-based domain name 
(C. 7. lines 39-47-by mapping). 
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As per claim 10, Abir discloses claim 1 , upon which claim 10 depends, and 
further discloses: 

the first language-based domain name is an English-based domain name (Fig. 
11-"HTTP://INTERNETDRIVER.C0M"). 

As per claim 11, Abir discloses claim 1, upon which claim 11 depends, and 
further discloses: 

the second language-based domain name is one of Korean-, Japanese-, 
Chinese-, German-, French-, Italian-, Latin-, Russian-, Spanish-, Arab-, Portuguese-, 
Dutch-, and Hindustani-based domain names (Fig, 5-Hebrew-which is a Semitic 
language, interpreted as being from an Arab based domain). 

As per claim 14, Abir discloses claim 1 , upon which claim 14 depends, and 
further discloses: 

the input box receives a keyword by the user (C. 6, lines 50-67-the inputted words- 
"insurance life" in Hebrew, "insurance life" in English). 

As per claim 15, Abir discloses claim 14, upon which claim 15 depends, and 
further discloses: 

the keyword is one of first language and second language-based keywords (ibid). 

As per claim 16, Abir discloses claim 15, upon which claim 16 depends, and 
further discloses: 

the first language keyword is an English keyword (ibid). 

As per claim 17, Abir discloses claim 15, upon which claim 17 depends, and 
further discloses: 
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the second language keyword is one of Korean, Japanese, German, Chinese, 
French, Italian, Latin. Russian, Spanish, Arab, Portuguese. Dutch, and Hindustani 
keywords (ibid-Hebrew/Japanese, C.4.line 67, C.S.Iine 1), 

As per claim 30, Abir discloses claim 1 . upon which claim 30 depends, and 
further discloses: 

the Web browser screen has at least one icon linked to a domain registration 
management server (Fig. 1 1-domainnames. C.6.lines 3-13). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 3-9, 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Abir in view of Minh (6,195,707). 

Abir and Minh are analogous art in that they involve searching of the Internet for 
information. 

As per claim 3. Abir discloses claim 2, upon which claim 3 depends, but lacks 
said intermediate server computer further comprises: storage means for storing a 

mapping table, the mapping table containing first language-based domain names and 

second language-based domain names. 
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However, Minh teaches having a storage means for storing a mapping table (Fig. 
4 item 400). Therefore, at the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to one 
ordinarily skilled in the art to combine Abir with Minh by having the mapping of universal 
resource locators (URL's) or domains, in a table. The motivation for doing so would 
have been to access a web page corresponding to a URL (C.2. lines 10-12). 

As per claim 4, Abir and Minh disclose claim 3, upon which claim 4 depends. 
Abir further discloses: 

identifying means for identifying the first language-based domain name mapped 
to the second language-based domain name from the mapping table (C.S.Iines 18-21). 

As per claim 5, Abir and Minh disclose claim 3, upon which claim 5 depends, 
Abir further discloses: 

the mapping further containing third language-based domain names (Fig. 5 
Hebrew mapping, C.6. lines 43-45-Japanese mapping, C. 7. lines 13-15-data base storing 
third language domain names, Japanese, Chinese, Fig. 18), but lacks the third 
language in a mapping table. 

However, Minh teaches having a storage means for storing a mapping table (Fig. 
4 item 400). Therefore, at the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to one 
ordinarily skilled in the art to combine Abir with Minh by having the mapping of universal 
resource locators (URL's) or domain, in a table for lookup. The motivation for doing so 
would have been to access a web page corresponding to a URL (C.2. lines 10-12). 

As per claim 6, Abir and Minh disclose claim 5, upon which claim 6 depends, 
Abir further discloses: 
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said second search means (CJ.Iines 42-47) searches the Web site having the 
first language-based domain name mapped to a third language-based domain name 
identified from the mapping table (C.7. lines 28-41 -first language identified from the 
mapped table, third language Japanese). 

As per claim 7, Abir and Minh discloses claim 6, upon which claim 7 depends, 
Abir further discloses said second search means further comprises: 

second identifying means for identifying the first language-based domain name 
mapped to the third language-based domain name from the mapping table (C.4.line 67, 
C.S.Iine 1, C.S.Iines 18-21 -interpreted as a third native language inputted is mapped to 
web page resource and, inherently identified for mapping in order for the retrieval of a 
corresponding web page). 

As per claim 8, Abir and Minh disclose claim 6, upon which claim 8 depends, 
Abir further discloses the intermediate Web page further comprises: 

a screen keyboard for generating a set of screen key data corresponding to the 
third language-based domain name (C.S.Iines 37- 46-the internet via web browser, 
providing the home page, intermediate Web page, including the screen keyboard option 
for any language, including the third language). 

As per claim 9, Abir and Minh disclose claim 8, upon which claim 9 depends, 
Abir further discloses: 

the input box receives the third language-based domain name inputted via the 
screen keyboard by the user at said client computer (Fig. 1 1 -"address", any one of a 
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plurality of language-based domain names, including a third language-based domain 
name, may be inputted, C.4.line 67, C.S.Iine 1). 

As per claim 12, Abir and Minh disclose claim 6, upon which claim 12 depends, 
and Abir further discloses: 

the third language-based domain name is one of Korean-, Japanese-, Chinese-, 
German-, French-, Italian-, Latin-, Russian-, Spanish-, Arab-, Portuguese-, Dutch-, and 
Hindustani-based domain names (Fig. 11, "address"-C.4.line 67, C.S.Iine 1, C.6.line 43- 
45-Japanese). 

8. Claim 13 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Abir in 
view of Minh and further in view of Chang et al. (Chang, US 6,298,343). 

Abir, Minh and Chang are analogous art in that they involve searching of the 
Internet for information. 

As per claim 13, Abir and Minh disclose claim 3, upon which 13 depends, yet 
lack the mapping table further contains keywords, which are respectively mapped to the 
first language-based domain names, and class information related to the keywords. 

However, Chang teaches having a mapping table which contains keywords, 
which are respectively mapped to the first language-based domain names, and class 
information related to the keywords (Fig. 7a-mapping table, C.4. lines 1-19, categories 
related to keywords). Therefore, at the time of the invention, it would have been obvious 
to one ordinarily skilled in the art to combine Abir, Minh and Chang by including mapped 
keywords to the table. The motivation for doing so would have been to analyze and 
categorize a search inquiry prior to searching (C.2. lines 20-23). 
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9. Claims 18-21, 23 and 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Abir in view of Sheth et al. (Sheth, 6,311,194). 

Abir and Sheth are analogous art in that they involve searching of the Internet for 
information. 

As per claim 18, Abir discloses claim 15. upon which claim 18 depends, but 
lacks the intermediate Web page further comprises: 

a designation box having a list of classes so that the user can designate one 
class corresponding to the first or second language keyword in the list of classes. 

However, Sheth teaches having a designation box having a list of classes so that 
the user can designate one class corresponding to the first or second language keyword 
in the list of classes (Fig. 1 . Fig. 1 1 ). Therefore, at the time of the invention, it would 
have been obvious to one ordinarily skilled in the art to combine Abir and Sheth by 
including a designation box to the intermediate web page. The motivation for doing so 
would have been to allow a user to choose a domain of interest as well as enter 
keywords to increase the relevance of the query result (C.15.lines 1-10). 

As per claim 19. Abir and Sheth disclose claim 18. upon which claim 19 
depends. 

Abir in view of Sheth do not explicitly disclose: 

the classes are business corporation, firm, company, private person, musician, 
song title, entertainer, sportsman, artist, churchman, politician, businessman, celebrity, 
lawyer, school, state organization, non-profit organization, institute, network manager, 
country. 



Application/Control Number: 09/864.420 Page 1 1 

Art Unit: 2654 

However, the Examiner takes Official Notice that including appropriate classes 
relevant to a search was well known, at the time of the invention, to one ordinarily 
skilled in the art. Therefore, at the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to 
one ordinarily skilled in the art to combine Abir and Sheth with a specific list of classes. 
The motivation for doing so would have been to allow a user to choose a domain of 
interest (dS.lines 1-10). 

As per claim 20, Abir and Sheth disclose claim 18, upon which claim 20 
depends. Claim 20 sets forth limitations similar to claims 1 and 8, and are rejected for 
the same reasons. 

As per claim 21, Abir and Sheth disclose claim 20, upon which claim 21 
depends. Claim 21 sets forth limitations similar to claims 8 and 20, and is rejected for 
the same reasons. 

As per claim 23, Abir discloses claim 1 , upon which claim 23 depends. Abir does 
not disclose: 

the intermediate Web page further comprises: a designation box having a list of 
countries so that the user can designate one country in the list of countries. 

However, Sheth discloses a designation box having a list (Fig. 1 , Fig. 11). The 
Examiner takes Official notice that having a list of countries designated as search items, 
was well known at the time of the invention, to one ordinarily skilled in the art. 
Therefore, at the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to one ordinarily 
skilled in the art to combine Abir and Sheth with a designation box including countries. 
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The motivation for doing so would have been to allow a user to choose a domain of 
interest to increase the relevance of the query result (C.15,lines 1-10). 

As per claim 24, Abir and Seth disclose claim 23. upon which claim 24 depends. 
Claim 24 sets forth similar limitations to claim 2, and is this rejected for the same 
reasons, but lacks having the target web site corresponding to the designated country if 
the user designates one country in the list of countries. 

However, the Examiner takes Official notice that connecting a client computer to 
a target Web site corresponding to a selection, when a selection is made to a search 
means, was well known at the time of the invention to one ordinarily skilled in the art. 
Therefore, at the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to one ordinarily 
skilled in the art to combine Abir and Seth by searching for a Web site corresponding to 
a country, from a list of countries. The motivation for doing so would have been to allow 
a user to choose a domain of interest to increase the relevance of the query result 
(dS.lines 1-10). 

10. Claim 22 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Abir in 
view of Kim (US 6,014,616). 

Abir and Kim are analogous art in that they involve keyboard and language 
operations. 

As per claim 22, Abir discloses claim 1 , upon which claim 22 depends, but lacks: 
a color of the first or second keyboard conversion icon is varied if the user of said 
client computer click the first or second keyboard conversion icon. 
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However, Kim teaches a color of the first or second keyboard conversion icon is 
varied if the user of said client computer click the first or second keyboard conversion 
icon (C.2.line 56-C.3.line 25). Therefore, at the time of the invention, it would have been 
obvious to one ordinarily skilled in the art to combine Abir with Kim by having a color 
scheme for an icon on an interface for distinguishing languages. The motivation for 
doing so would have been to monitor languages and conversion via color (C.3. lines 20- 
25). 

11. Claims 25-29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Abir in view of FreeTranslation.com (FreeTranslation, 6/21/2000). 

Abir, FreeTranslation, are analogous art in that they involve searching of 
language interfacing with communication. 

As per claim 25, Abir discloses claim 1 . upon which claim 25 depends, and 
further discloses: 

another Web browser screen provided by the Web browser comprises (C,5.lines 
50-55): 

a first input box for receiving the first language-based domain name or a first 
language keyword inputted by the user at said client computer (Fig, 13-the address 
field); and 

an input box for receiving the second language-based domain name or a second 
language keyword inputted by the user at said client computer (Fig. 1 1-the address 
box), but lacks a second input box for receiving the second language-based domain 
name or a second language keyword inputted by the user at said client computer. 
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However, FreeTranslation teaches having a second input box for receiving a 
second language based domain name or a second language keyword (Text Translator 
and Web Page Translator). Therefore, at the time of the invention, it would have been 
obvious to one ordinarily skilled in the art to combine Abir with FreeTranslation by 
including a second box for searching information. The motivation for doing so would 
have been to search for information from a web browser screen in a particular 
language. 

As per claim 26, Abir and FreeTranslation disclose claim 25, upon which claim 

26 depends, and Abir further discloses the Web browser comprises: 

second conversion means (C. 5. lines 36-50-option is interpreted as the second 
conversion means) for converting the first language-based keyboard into the second 
language-based keyboard (C.5.lines 36-50). 

As per claim 27, Abir and FreeTranslation disclose claim 26, upon which claim 

27 depends, and Abir further discloses the Web browser comprises: 

said second conversion means converts the second language-based keyboard 
into the first language-based keyboard (C.5.lines 36-50-option back to the first language 
keyboard). 

As per claim 28, Abir and FreeTranslation disclose claim 27, upon which claim 

28 depends. Abir and FreeTranslation do not disclose: 

the second language-based keyboard is converted into the first language-based 
keyboard by said second conversion means if a cursor on the Web browser screen is 
put into the first input box. 
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However, the second language-based keyboard is converted into the first 
language-based keyboard by said second conversion means if a curser on the Web 
browser screen is used to click a first option. It would have been obvious to an artisan in 
the field of automatic formatting of a field for acceptable input to convert the keyboard 
into an appropriate language keyboard for a specific language field as an automatic 
step if a cursor on the Web browser screen was put into an input box, by simply having 
the conversion option as the input field. The motivation for doing so would have been to 
allow language specific information to be inputted into a language specific field. 

As per claim 29, Abir and FreeTranslation disclose claim 26, upon which claim 
29 depends. Abir and FreeTranslation do not disclose: 

the first language-based keyboard is converted into the second language-based 
keyboard by said second conversion means if a cursor on the Web browser screen is 
put into the second input box. 

However, the first language-based keyboard is converted into the second 
language-based keyboard by said second conversion means if a curser on the Web 
browser screen is used to click a first option. It would have been obvious to an artisan in 
the field of automatic formatting of a field for acceptable input to convert the keyboard 
into an appropriate language keyboard for a specific language field as an automatic 
step if a cursor on the Web browser screen was put into an input box, by simply having 
the conversion option as the input field. The motivation for doing so would have been to 
allow language specific information to be inputted into a language specific field. 
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12. Claims 31 and 32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Abir. 

As per claim 31, Abir discloses claim 30. upon which claim 31 depends, but 

lacks: 

the domain registration management server is one of "Korea network information 
center (KRNIC)", "netpia.com", "hanmir.com", "hanguljuso.com" and 
"hanglro.com". 

However, the Examiner takes Official notice that having Hanmir.com for domain 
registration, was well known at the time of the invention to one ordinarily skilled in the 
art. The motivation for doing so would have been to register a domain from a desired 
domain registration provider. 

As per claim 32, Abir makes obvious claim 31 , upon which claim 32 depends, 
and further discloses: 

the Web browser screen further comprises an icon linked to an Internet portal 
site linked to free Web sites (C.5.line 65-C.6.line 2). 

13. Claims 33 and 34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Abir in view of FreeTranslation.com (FreeTranslation, 6/21/2000), and further in 
view of Kim (US 6,014,616). 

Abir, FreeTranslation and Kim, are analogous art in that they involve searching of 
language interfacing with communication. 

As per claim 33, Abir and FreeTranslation disclose claim 25, upon which claim 
33 depends, but lacks: 
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wherein a color of a surrounding portion of the first input box is varied if the user 
at said client computer employs the first input box and a color of a surrounding 
portion of the second input box is varied if the user at said client computer employs the 
second input box. 

However, Kim teaches the cursor around the input area toggles between the 
predetermined specific colors representing two languages. It would have been obvious 
to an artisan in the field of input methods to vary the color around a surrounding portion 
of a first box, which indicates a language being employed, and vary the surrounding 
portion of a second box if the second box is being employed. Therefore, at the time of 
the invention, it would have been obvious to one ordinarily skilled in the art to combine 
Abir, FreeTranslation with Kim by using a color scheme to identify a language being 
employed for input. The motivation for doing so would have been to display an 
appropriate color for the language being used by the operating system to communicate 
with the user through the display device (C.S.Iines 9-13). 

As per claim 34, Abir and FreeTranslation disclose claim 25, upon which claim 
34 depends, but lacks: 

a color of an inside portion of the first input box is varied if the user at said client 
computer employs the first input box and a color of an inside portion of the 
second input box is varied if the user at said client computer employs the second input 
box. 

However, Kim teaches the cursor around the input area toggles between the 
predetermined specific colors representing two languages. It would have been obvious 
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to an artisan in the field of input methods to vary a color of an inside portion of a first or 
second input box if either is respectively being employed. Therefore, at the time of the 
invention, it would have been obvious to one ordinarily skilled in the art to combine Abir. 
FreeTranslation with Kim by using a color scheme to identify a language being 
employed for input. The motivation for doing so would have been to display an 
appropriate color for the language being used by the operating system to communicate 
with the user through the display device (C. 5. lines 9-13), 

14. Claims 35-96 are the same in scope and content as claims 1-35 above and 
therefore are rejected under the same rationale. 

Conclusion 

1 5. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Kelliher et al. (US 2001/0037347) teaches having keywords which 
are respectively mapped to a first language-based domain name, 
and having class information related to the keywords. 
Baker et al. (US 5,210,689) teaches language translation, icon 
mode, and character selection mode, automatically occurring, 
without the need for a separate selection key being activated. 

1 6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Lament M Spooner whose telephone number is 571- 
272-7613. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00 AM - 5:00 PM, 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, RIchemond Dorvll can be reached on 571-272-7602. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703- 
872-9306. 

Infonnation regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status Information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more infonnation about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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